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The year 2012 marks the centenary of the reading of the third Home Rule Bill​[1]​ in the British House of Commons on 11 April 1912. This fateful event, essentially, inevitable political delaying tactics notwithstanding given the nature and extent of the opposing aspirations and exacerbated sensitivities of all involved, heralded what, at that point in time, should have been a relatively short lead-in period prior to the actual granting of a limited form of Home Rule to Ireland​[2]​ had not the outbreak of the Great War in 1914 led to the postponement of the enablement for the duration of the conflict.  
John Redmond, M.P. for Waterford since 1891 and leader of the re-united Irish Parliamentary Party​[3]​ for twelve years past at the time of the introduction of the final Bill in the Home Rule trilogy of same, hailed the event unfolding in the Commons on that April day in 1912 as ‘a great historic occasion’ and labelled the general Home Rule principle ‘the foundation of the (British) Empire today…the bond… the only bond, of union’.​[4]​
Responding to a question from Edward Carson during the course of the debate which followed the introduction of the third Home Rule Bill to the House, Redmond placed on account, with a direct quote he had, he said, recently come across from the man himself, Charles Stewart Parnell’s long held political and ideological position regarding the attainment of Home Rule for Ireland, and superseded the citation with a very public proclamation of his own purchase of an exactly  similar disposition regarding the parliamentary concept:
‘Home Rule would be the introduction of a system which would remove the rankling sting of suppressed but not extinct enmity.  Give back to Ireland her nationality, her individual existence, and soothe thereby the wounded pride that goes for so much in history, and that often turns the scale in the destinies of nations as well as of individuals.  Such a system as that…would teach Ireland to regard imperial affairs with interest, as being the concerns no longer of a master and oppressor, but of a dear colleague and sister, whose honour and dishonour would be alike hers, whose downfall could never be her profit, and to whom she would be bound by ties sacred because voluntarily assumed.  It would be a system that would de facto though not de jure be an intimately closer union than England has yet brought about by six centuries of coercion, or than she could bring about by six centuries more of the same method’.​[5]​
Having read his predecessor’s words into the record of the House, John Redmond, sitting on the pews of the Commons debating the exact same political precept on this auspicious occasion, decades after Parnell’s much earlier declaration in support of Home Rule, concluded, as noted, by affirming his own ‘echo’ position: 
‘We on these benches stand precisely where Parnell stood. We want peace with this country…(W)e are willing, as Parnell was willing, to accept a subordinate Parliament created by Statute of this Imperial Legislature, as a final settlement of Ireland’s claims’.​[6]​
In acknowledgement of the significant event that is the hundredth anniversary of the reading of the third Home Rule Bill at Westminster, and, incidentally, the hundred and twenty first of his initial selection for what afterwards became his permanent Home Rule seat in Waterford until his death almost thirty years later, it is Redmond’s political character and, in particular, his Self -Government vision that is, in part, the focus of the current article. There is, after all, a noteworthy ‘local’ reason, quite apart from the obvious, for just such an assessment in this, the year of the Bill’s centenary celebration and the hundred and twenty first jubilee of his original securing of the post of parliamentary representative for the city. That residential factor is the attendant, because profoundly interconnected, cynosure of same.
Because John Redmond’s concept of dominion status within the British Empire, the very core of his Home Rule position, was a discernment that he not only shared absolutely with a substantial proportion of the people of Waterford but which, in fact, formed the very heart of the remarkable political phenomenon known as Redmondism that emerged at the start of his command of the city in 1891 and continued to play out there right up until his death in 1918 and, indeed, beyond, according to some, at least, of the many strands of local public opinion existing in the city, not only in the immediate and recent aftermath of his passing but subsequently, and for a long time after, in truth, right up to the present day.  And, crucial to that discussion, of course, is an analysis of the complexion and substance of the particular back-ground factors that, fatefully, differentiated John Redmond’s and the city of Waterford’s particular hopes pertaining to, and potentially realised by, impending internal self-rule for Ireland from, arguably, those of the entirety of the rest of the country for most of the duration of his reign as M.P. for the locality and, certainly, up until the 1916 Rising and its aftermath catapulted the Irish political framework in a very different direction.  This is because it was, as has previously been remarked, those same circumstantial elements that largely defined the exact same Self- Government outlooks of both Redmond and the region that deviated so significantly from elsewhere in what was to become, within thirty years of his first election as the city’s M.P., the twenty six counties of the Irish Free State.
Having explored the singular ‘meeting of minds’, on the issue of Home Rule, that occurred instantaneously at the first interface between the man and the location that was, perhaps, it could be suggested, in the context of  their fairly unique and yet commonly held Home Rule ideology referred to immediately above, almost ‘pre-destined’ to become his local community for the remaining twenty seven years of his life, the article concludes with an assessment of the nature and function of Redmondism as it initially expressed and evolved thereafter under the stewardship of John Redmond, Home Rule M.P. for Waterford city from 1891 to 1918.
The depth and intensity with which Redmond the elder​[7]​ was literally adored by numerous strands of the local community in Waterford city and the attendant emergence of Redmondism as an expression of that adoration is, at this point in time, a matter of historical fact.  That such estimation was conferred on him from the very beginning of his association with the city is, undoubtedly, as will be illustrated, an important aspect of that documented actuality.
The deep significance, however, of the instant rapport between this notably shy, aloof, stern, rather formal man​[8]​ and a considerable proportion of the citizens of Waterford city, in terms of what it reveals about the essence and outlook of both, has yet to be the subject of any historical observation and debate.
With that in mind, the relevant facets of John Redmond’s complex political ideology as it pertained, especially, to Home Rule for Ireland, and his general background which, taken in tandem, made him the unlikely inspiration, many would say​[9]​, for the birth of the political ideology that was Redmondism in the municipality of Waterford and its immediate hinterland are worthy of consideration.  The second part of the match that lit the Redmondite flame in the city is, likewise, as has been earlier noted, fundamental to the deliberation, namely, the essence of the resident source, in other words, the origin and disposition of the various local factors that were gathering momentum for centuries, literally, prior to his election as M.P for the precinct in 1891 and appear to have had a denoting and positive influence both on his initial securing of the seat and on the subsequent emergence of the absolutely unique Redmond creed in Waterford. Because, as has also been observed, it was from the union of aspiration and purpose of both the man and the metropolis that Redmondism was firstly conceived and subsequently fostered and developed as a distinct dogma in the district.
John Redmond was initially elected as M.P. for Waterford city in a bye-election in December 1891.​[10]​  There had been a furious battle for the seat between himself and Michael Davitt, accounts of which filled copious columns of the various local newspapers at the time.  Redmond won the seat convincingly in the end and, according to those same newspaper articles, Davitt was consequently ‘rejected with vehemence’ by a substantial majority of the city’s electorate!​[11]​ 
The decisiveness of Redmond’s first election victory in the region raises two interesting questions, the answers to which form the core of any proper understanding or appreciation of the nature, substance, sub-textual context, and extent of the instant and mutual endearment that existed between the man and the city and the character, scope, and significance of the doctrinal phenomenon known as Redmondism that resulted instantaneously and ebulliently, almost like some sort of chemical reaction, from that initial joint engagement. Both inquiries, therefore, fundamentally shape the nub of the article. 
Firstly, why did John Redmond, a relative unknown from the perspective of the city’s inhabitants because he was, of course, a non-native of Waterford,​[12]​ win the seat, at the expense, significantly, of Michael Davitt, the ex-Fenian, fiery Land-Leaguer, and appreciably more high-profile candidate?​[13]​
Secondly, why was it that Waterford city elected Redmond senior so definitively​[14]​ on a pro-Parnellite ticket​[15]​ at a time when the pro-Parnellites were in a distinct minority within the Home Rule Party and the Home Rule Party nationally was, conversely in the context of the Waterford city election result, divided and weakened by internal wrangling on the ‘Parnell issue’?​[16]​ 
The answers to both questions, as has been briefly alluded to earlier, appear to have their roots deeply buried in, firstly, because it was centuries longer in the making, the region’s Dominion Status disposition, profoundly influenced by its long-term ‘back-story’, in other words, the history of the city from the time of its Norman conquest up until the arrival of John Redmond seeking an election base there in 1891 and, secondly, and deeply entwined and inter-connected with the former, and nourished and enriched upon, and following, their initial mutual engagement, Redmond’s own Home Rule standpoint because, despite having evolved over vastly different time-frames and, indeed, circumstances, one was a mirror-image of the other. And, as a really interesting result of the exactly replicated Self-Government ‘positions’ of both John Redmond and the citizens of Waterford who elected him, ‘answers’ plural almost become one single response because of the strength and significance of their double-image inspiration, nature, and effect.
Consider the following, by way of further explanation.
Waterford became a ‘city-state’ for the first time when the Normans arrived there over seven centuries prior to Redmond’s political embarkation at same, in 1170, led by Strongbow, and captured the city. Deeply symbolically, given the Dominion Status positions of both John Redmond and Waterford two thirds of a millennium later, fundamental to the brace of questions just asked, and although not, in any sense, a typical generic response to invasion by the, usually, ‘put-upon’ invaded, the municipality’s inhabitants actually welcomed the invaders.  Perplexing and all as this might appear, in the first instance, to historians and other interested parties, their actual reason for doing so was not only understandable, from their perspective, upon further, deeper consideration, but also, perhaps, inevitable, given a fairly unique combination of local circumstances.
Because, in constitution and essence, the people of Waterford were, predominantly, orthodox Catholics and so, too, were the Normans.  The church in the rest of Ireland, on the other hand, possibly inarguably in very significant need of same, was undergoing early restoration and reform and, consequently, substantial change, in its efforts to re-model itself on the Catholic Church in the rest of mainland Europe.  Unwilling to succumb to the new national trend, and perhaps, laying one of the first of some easily identifiable non-typical​[17]​ foundation stones against which some, at least, of the city’s mediaeval, early-modern, and, as has previously been noted with regard to its Home Rule stance, later-modern history can be mapped, the citizens of Waterford actually viewed the Norman invaders as their saviours from any potential, externally-enforced, changes to the religious orthodoxy to which they were deeply committed and which they very fundamentally valued and championed.​[18]​ 
This atypical response, in global terms, by the majority of its inhabitants to the Norman ‘invasion’ of Waterford was to set the tone for the city’s steadfast and widespread positive attitude to the British Empire, as it emerged and evolved as a monolith, over the next seven centuries, and to its continued majority ‘sense’ of the desirability of preserving its own dominion status within same right up until the 1890s and beyond.
Forty-five years after the first arrival of the Normans through its gates, the city of Waterford was granted a Royal Charter by the English King, John.​[19]​  Its citizens again welcomed the conferring of the status by the English monarch, not least because it gave the municipality essential   freedom from central government and effective control over its own internal affairs, in effect, a form of localised home rule!  
The city’s ‘royal’ status was, undoubtedly, both a positive and, indeed, significant contributing factor in its increased economic prosperity throughout the remainder of the mediaeval era and, very likely, beyond.​[20]​ The link first established in 1170 in the minds of a substantial proportion of its inhabitants between ‘Britain’, later ‘Empire’, and ‘rescue’ and ‘salvation’ was thus copper-fastened with the addition of prosperity to the practical and , of course, ideological charm bracelet that already contained the orthodox Catholic talisman. 
Waterford city was thereby formatively secured as a loyal outpost of Britain even before that country conceived of the political entity that was to ultimately emerge in the guise of one of the most dominant Empires of modern times. The metropolis continued to occupy, and, indeed, enjoy this ‘faithful frontier’ position for most of the remainder of the emerging British Empire’s period of existence.
For a further seven centuries or thereabouts, the only occasions when Waterford city fell out of Royal Favour, and, from the municipality’s perspective, when Empire loyalties wavered, were when, interestingly, given the foundation upon which those allegiances were first built, differences in religious affiliations inevitably, perhaps, resulted from the Reformation of the early modern era as it played out in, and to, unique English circumstances.
The most serious of such instances was when Cromwell made a vicious and sustained attempt, beginning in 1649, to turn Waterford city into a Protestant enclave.  His efforts systematically failed and the region’s loyalty to the crown continued unabated, for economic reasons certainly, but also because of the enduring nature there of a strong devotion to the English monarchy, and to a firm belief in the rightfulness of Waterford’s place in the British Imperium, by then almost five hundred years firmly established, the occasional strain or test notwithstanding.​[21]​
Fealty to the British sovereign and a sense of belonging within the protection of Britain’s political framework, as it expanded, ultimately, into its powerful, wealthy, and vast nineteenth century Empire status, size, and shape, continued to be the aspiration of the majority of Waterford city’s inhabitants right up until the foundation of the Irish Free State in 1922.  The metropolis had, for example, largely resisted the fairly widespread appeal, elsewhere in Ireland throughout the nineteenth century, of revolutionary nationalism as expressed by movements like the Young Irelanders and Fenians, supporting instead constitutional nationalism as voiced through early home rule aspirations like those of O’Connellite popular politics and, of course, later Parnellism.​[22]​ 
With due consideration to all of that, by the time John Redmond first won his Home Rule seat in Waterford in December 1891, the municipality carried the distinction of having served a period of more than seven hundred year duration as a faithful bastion of both the British monarchy and Empire.  As has been argued previously, with very few exceptions​[23]​, the city had a positive experience of ‘external rule’ and of Imperium throughout the substantial time-frame just documented. Understandably, therefore, it was this perception of constructive involvement with Britain, explicitly, that was directly responsible for Waterford’s whole-hearted support of Home Rule all through the fifty year period between1870-1918 in particular as, crucially, a means of carefully protecting and preserving the country’s critical outer-link with the neighbouring country and its shared political frame-work.
It can also be justifiably claimed that the metropolis’s notion of Home Rule as a ‘preserver’ rather than a ‘destroyer’ of political links and affiliations with the British Empire was, to all appearances, contrary to the expectations and aspirations of the vast majority of Home Rule supporters elsewhere in Ireland who tended to view the future political designation as a richly welcomed first step in a permanent decoupling of the country from same.​[24]​  
From a ‘local’ versus ‘national’ history perspective, it is deeply significant that it was these two particular aspects of Waterford city’s Home Rule ‘ideal’, in other words, its ultimate or long term political intent and the solo nature of same within the Home Rule ‘family’ in Ireland generally, that made the location such a perfect cradle for John Redmond and his parallel vision of dominion status, and for the initial expression and later and on-going advancement of Redmondism, from 1891 onwards.
This was because it was these exact same Home Rule facets that shaped and influenced Redmond’s own personal and constitutional aspirations regarding Ireland’s future specified and limited self-determination within the British Empire.  
From their joint perspectives ultimately, had they been able to foresee, the tragedy for Redmond and for Waterford was that, as the years passed and significant related, and other, national and global events unfolded throughout his tenure as M.P. for the city, while the man and the metropolis became more and more bonded by their shared Home Rule vision, the increasing total isolation of the focus of same for both meant that what they so desperately cherished and pursued was, of course, slipping further and further from their grasp.  
In December 1891, however, none of that had yet come to pass.  Instead, the city with a precise Home Rule vision had just elected john Redmond, the man with a mirror-image conception of same, to represent its interests in parliament in Westminster.
And what, specifically, of John Redmond’s character, background, and past experiences forged his constitutional political aspirations for Ireland in 1891 and, indeed, for the remainder of his life? And much more significantly, in the context of the current article, what was it that made them echo, for, of course, the region’s were much longer infused, Waterford city’s own hopes for the fulfilment of a future dominion status ‘ideal’ within the British Empire?
In a national context, John Redmond is an historical figure about whom relatively less is written and said than one might, perhaps, expect given the extent to which he influenced, shaped and even dominated Irish constitutional nationalism during the last decade of the nineteenth century and the first eighteen years of the twentieth.​[25]​
To date, even more significantly from a local history perspective, his extraordinary suitability for his role as Home Rule M.P. for the region, and his impact, too, on the people of Waterford city whom he represented in parliament at Westminster for a period of twenty seven years, remains largely unexplored. 
That he had a profound consequence on politics, and, indeed, society in the municipality during the period 1891-1918 is inarguable.  It is, for example, immediately apparent upon even the most cursory perusal of local newspaper accounts of the time, where the general picture painted throughout his time there is of a city enjoying a kind of ‘golden age’ of harmony and relative prosperity under the wise, sensitive, benevolent stewardship of its adopted hero, the Right Honourable John Redmond.​[26]​  
The memory of his former presence, and of his influence, is no less apparent, kept alive as it is in the rich body of folklore concerning him and his family, in particular, his son and daughter-in-law, William and Bridget, both of whom were, in turn, keepers of the Redmond flame in Waterford, that still abounds in the city.​[27]​
And yet, as earlier noted, the origin, nature, and strength of the extraordinary relationship that existed between John Redmond and the city of Waterford is only here and now being formally considered, analysed, and documented.  
The ‘credentials’ offered by certain circumstances inherent in Redmond’s family background, with particular reference, perhaps, to the origins of his ancestry in Ireland, and to his forefathers’ various refusals to abandon Catholicism at pertinent times during the previous centuries​[28]​, despite fierce political, economic, and social pressures to do so while, at the same time, remaining steadfast in their support of the rapidly developing British Empire, together with his own temperament and, of course, particular Home Rule vision which dovetailed so precisely with the region’s own, were certainly sufficient to strongly and resolutely instantly endear him to the majority of the electorate in Waterford city upon the first and subsequent early fateful meetings in 1891-2 of both parties in the new alignment that appeared, at that juncture, to be so full of future, on-going potential for each. As previously referred to, it was those same testimonials that went so far, in fact, as to inspire the creation and development of a new local political ideology that became known as Redmondism, and that was entirely independent of party and national politics, as an expression of the shared and utterly untypical Home Rule sentiment cherished by both the man and what became his local community following the bye-election of 1891.
  The first of John Redmond’s ancestors to forge an Irish connection was Raymund le Gros who was part of an Old English advance guard that landed in Wexford in 1170, prior to the Anglo-Norman invasion of Ireland.  Having played his part in the invasion, he was subsequently granted lands at Hook Head in the county.
Redmond’s forbearers were, therefore, among the first of the Anglo-Norman families to arrive and ultimately settle in the country.​[29]​  This, by an interesting ‘quirk’ of fate, was to function as a very well received second endorsement of the man in Waterford city, already happily established, as previously noted, upon the earlier one, namely, his Home Rule position that so snugly fitted with the region’s own.  
In fact, had John Redmond contested a Home Rule seat anywhere else in the Ireland of the 1890s,​[30]​ he may have had to work impossibly hard to reconcile perceived irreconcilable differences in the minds of the electorate between the nature of his family background in Ireland and his own claim of being a ‘nationalist’.​[31]​  
There were no such perceived differences in the minds of the Waterford city electorate, however, a fact that is not at all surprising when one considers the location’s welcome, approximately seven hundred years earlier, for the first Anglo-Normans to arrive there.  In fact, it might well have been the case that his resounding defeat of Michael Davitt in the 1891 bye-election was largely the result of the metropolis’s electorate equating ‘Anglo-Norman’, in the persona of John Redmond, with a further salvation or deliverance, perhaps, this time, from ‘Irish Ireland’, given his dominion status disposition, and with economic prosperity, so scarce and so desperately needed over the previous forty two years since the ending of the Great Famine, especially  considering that these were two of the chief legacies to the region of its original ‘conquest’ by the old English.
Acknowledging the fact that a hundred and twenty one years have now elapsed since Redmond Senior was first elected M.P. for Waterford city, the point can not be unequivocally proven.  It is not without a large amount of foundation, however, considering the shared histories, identities, and bonds of both the man and his supporters in the municipality, mutual attachments that not only never wavered but, in fact, grew stronger, in the years between 1891 and 1918.
The third factor in the complex mix of, amongst other things, personality, family back-ground, and political ideology that ‘made-up’ John Redmond and, of course, in the context of the current argument, functioned as ‘commendation’ when it came to his extra-ordinary popularity in Waterford city throughout his tenure as M.P. there, was the staunch and unwavering conservative Catholicism of his ancestors over a very considerable time-frame, which, again, echoed the religious sentiments of the majority of its citizens at the time of the Norman invasion and, indeed, as has been previously noted, subsequently.  Additionally binding, of course, because of their duplicating iteration, and, indeed, re-iteration, was the steadfast nature of both party’s specific ecclesiastical loyalties.
The background to the link, on the part of his family, was, in essence, based on the fact that Redmond’s antecedents, as noted, and like a significant proportion of the citizens of the aforementioned region, managed, over the centuries, the difficult, and, sometimes, seemingly impossible, ‘juggling act’ of remaining Catholic while simultaneously continuing to be faithful supporters of the constantly unfolding British Empire.​[32]​
On the Home Rule question, the article has already noted that John Redmond’s vision of Dominion Status within the British Empire was not, in essence, in any way similar to that of the majority of his party colleagues and M.P. s.  Because, while many of them, Parnell earlier included, had an Imperium attitude largely influenced by Irish America, Redmond’s was, in contrast,  similar to, though not necessarily entirely influenced by, ​[33]​ the Irish in Australia whose Home Rule aspirations for Ireland were entirely devoid of hostility to the British Empire.​[34]​  In fact, his Dominion Status ideal was not only totally devoid of antipathy to Empire, it was positively enthusiastic in its admiration for same and absolutely convinced of the benefits to Ireland of Dominion Status within its framework.
Redmond made his Home Rule position very clear from the very beginning of his membership of the Home Rule party, long before he became M.P. for Waterford city.  For example, in 1882 he was part of an official Home Rule delegation sent to Australia in an attempt to rally support for its cause amongst the large Irish population resident there.​[35]​  In the course of one of his speeches during the visit, he was asked what he, personally, meant by the term ‘Home Rule’.
He replied:  ‘What do I mean by Home Rule?  I mean by Home Rule the restoration to Ireland of representative government, and I define representative government to mean government in accordance with the constitutionally expressed will of a majority of the people, and carried out by a ministry constitutionally responsible to those whom they govern.  In other words, I mean that the internal affairs of Ireland shall be regulated by an Irish parliament- that all Imperial affairs, and all that relates to the colonies, foreign states, and common interests of the Empire, shall continue to be regulated by the Imperial Parliament as at present constituted.  The idea at the bottom of this proposal is the desirability of finding some middle course between separation on the one hand and over-centralisation of government on the other’.​[36]​  
Having thus definitively put on record his personal and political opinion, that Home Rule was an absolute end in itself and not a first step towards Ireland’s total separation from Britain and Empire, John Redmond, for the rest of his life, remained steadfast in his allegiance to what he fondly referred to as ‘the (British) Empire which is the heritage of us all’.​[37]​
In a little more detail, this, then, was his strongly held and fixed position on Ireland’s continuing and rightful place within the neighbouring monolith.  Interestingly, from both a personal and political perspective, and, perhaps, strongly echoing the very nature, the heart, of their mutual engagement, Redmond ‘worked the press’ regarding the mirror-image nature of his and Waterford city’s shared attitude to Empire and to the benefits for the location, and the country generally, of dominion status within same from the very beginning of his public representation there. 
For example, when asked by a staff reporter for the Munster Express immediately after the announcement of the 1891 bye-election result if he was ‘perfectly satisfied’ with his decisive victory, he replied: ‘Perfectly.  After I had been four hours in the city, it became quite clear to me that the popular sentiment was absolutely on my side.’​[38]​  
Quite apart from the previously stated obvious reasons, including that of his very successful efforts at mobilising political sentiment through the popular press in a manner, perhaps, not seen since the days of O’Connellite ‘commercial’ politics approximately fifty years earlier, when the ‘Liberator’ had worked same into a powerful political force, as, indeed, this man was also destined to do, Redmond’s response is also interesting in that it highlights the transparency, as well as the potency, of the mutual rapport between the man and what had just then become his South Eastern ‘home base’.
That the rapport commented on by him, based on shared home rule objectives, and its subsequent deployment around and about the city, was instant, mutual, and intense has also, some twenty years ago, been shared with the writer of the current article by a member of the Nationalist Women, a group formed by John Redmond’s supporters in Waterford later on in his political career.  Although she was not born until 1910, recalled, in an unpublished, taped interview with the aforementioned, how her parents, both deeply committed Redmondites, described the first time that John Redmond travelled to Waterford to canvass for votes in the 1891 bye-election there: 
‘He was met at the Railway-Station by a band and all went to Ballybricken for a meeting…It was packed…My parents always told us that if a plane fell from the heavens that night at John Redmond’s meeting, it would fall on someone, so wide and deep was the crowd…​[39]​ 
John Redmond’s national profile, as has previously been mentioned, has been the subject of a considerable amount of analysis and debate, by contemporaries, outside commentators, and historians alike throughout his political career and, indeed, the (almost) hundred years since his death.  Many of these treatments tend towards the conclusion that the man was politically weak and ‘unremarkable’ and personally lacking in charisma, as is evidenced by the following descriptions of him taken from a variety of sources:
‘Mr. Redmond…hook-nosed, spineless, and suave…(T)he great jellyfish of Westminster, the invertebrate leader with the cold, mindless face (who) let slip the one great chance of winning freedom.  Without firing a shot or sending a man to the gallows, he might have had it, but refrained, from delicacy of feeling.’​[40]​
‘John Redmond impressed me as abler, more intellectual than his brother, but infinitely less loveable…The truth is that there was a good deal of selfishness in John Redmond…He had no idea of his own.  But he had an admirable knack of expressing the idea that was put in his head and he impressed English men as a very wise man.’​[41]​ 
‘Redmond showed himself at some critical moments lacking in political resource.  He was content to stand “precisely where Parnell stood”.  But a quarter of a century had passed and it had brought many changes…There is…evidence that Redmond….during (his) long sojourn at Westminster had become dangerously detached from his own people.’​[42]​
‘Shy, aloof, formal, and ponderous, able to appeal to reason but not to instinct or emotion, an English- style country squire devoted to shooting and fishing, he was in many ways a most unrepresentative Irishman…Redmond lived in a narrow and rarefied world, moderate, balanced, and reasonable.  Both his principles and his limitations prevented him from understanding, let alone exploiting, those whose aims and methods differed radically from his own.  (He is) one of the great losers in Irish history.’​[43]​ 
In direct contrast to his mediocre and lack-lustre national profile, however, John Redmond was, quite simply, as earlier intimated, accorded ‘hero status’ by his supporters in Waterford city.  He was, literally, adored by his followers there, details of which have been discussed in previous contexts by the current author, amongst others.​[44]​  
The absolute disparity in the two sets of perceptions of the same man can only be explained by making allowances with the following observations. For John Redmond, from the start of his tenure as M.P. there, the history and other shared characteristics, including its majority political outlook, of his adopted home base in the city, struck a strong reciprocal cord deeply felt within and, subsequently, remarkably responded to. And, for his supporters in Waterford city, they were, again, from the outset, and, in turn, tuned into, attracted, and inspired by the range of ‘echo’ similarities in Redmond’s own personal, family, and political circumstances. The explosive result of this was a local and mutual instant ‘big bang’ effect, which, essentially, seemed to light a series of sparks and then ‘bring out’ and further nourish qualities, responses, and behaviours in John Redmond while in Waterford that were never inspired, fostered, or ignited elsewhere. He was, from then until his death in 1918, almost always impassioned, engaging, prolific, confident, and relaxed, while conducting himself in public upon his local platform. It was as if his supporters in the region fundamentally discovered and awakened , in John Redmond, and he, through them the luminary qualities necessary to lead the charge towards their mutually cherished future destiny as a Home Rule Colony within the British Empire!  And he, in turn, rose to the challenge by becoming ‘more’ in Waterford city, than, at least some would have it, he ever did outside of its orbit.  
And that blossoming of John Redmond in Waterford city, and of the region under his stewardship, based on their extraordinary sense of kinship as previously outlined, was what lay at the heart of Redmondism as a personal and political union between the man and his chosen   local community from 1891 onwards.  Because, contrary to the suggestions of those who dismiss the phenomenon as, simply, subsequent to the ‘Uncrowned King’’s death, Parnellism without the presence of Parnell, Redmondism was much more, it was local, it was powerful, it was focused, and it was unique, built as it was around a man and a metropolis with a common purpose that was not, in any sense, nationally shared within what was soon to become the twenty six county Irish free State.
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